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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-3, 8, 15, 17, 20-22, 29, 31, 34-36, 42, 44-46, 52 and 54 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Young (U.S. 6,560,606). 

With respect to claim 1, Young teaches a method for configuring pluggable components, 
the method comprising: 

configuring preference values for one pluggable component on a first device [Young — 
Figures 1 and 5, Col. 10 lines 4-11 and lines 43-51 and CoL 12 lines 55-58 - Pipeline stages 
and plug-ins parameter values are configured by user through configuration manager 
(150) residing on processing system (104), i.e. first device]; and 

distributing the pluggable component to one device via a network subsequent to said 
configuring [Young -- Figure 3, Col. 2 lines 58-67, Col. 8 lines 27-33, Col. 10 lines 7-14 and 
Col. 13 lines 23-33 and lines 47-49 - Plug-in modules along with configuration files are 
created and distributed to the various pipeline stages residing with the execution 
management framework on the associated machines, i.e. computers/servers]; 

wherein the pluggable components are executable within the other devices in accordance 
with the configured preference values to provide services to users of the other devices [Young 
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Col. 2 lines 46-67, Col. 8 lines 34-47 and Col. 13 lines 43-49 - Plug-ins are distributable to 
multiple machines along with the configuration file to execute a function which provides a 
service to a system]. 

With respect to claim 2, Young further teaches receiving user input to a graphical user 
interface of the first device [Young -- Figure 5, Col. 3 lines 62-63, Col. 12 lines 55-58 and Col. 
13 lines 9-11 - User interface, comprising menus and other input structures, i.e. graphical 
interface, is provided to users to configure stages and plug-ins]; and 

modifying the preference values of a first pluggable component in accordance with the 
received user input [Young -- Col. 12 lines 51-67 and Col. 13 lines 1-21 - User, using 
graphical interface, modifies the parameter values, i.e. preferences, and configures the 
stages plug-ins]. 

With respect to claim 3, Young further teaches displaying on the graphical user interface 
[Young - Col. 3 lines 61-63 and Col. 12 lines 55-58 - GUI] a current value of each of the 
preference values of the first pluggable component, wherein the received user input changes one 
or more of the displayed current values [Young -- Col. 12 lines 51-67 - Col. 13 lines 1-22 - 
Users modify/create configuration files, i.e. parameter/preference values, by using the user 
interface provided by the configuration manager. This requires the user interface to 
display the current configuration for the specified file to which the user can modify if 
he/she chooses]. 
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With respect to claim 8, Young further teaches wherein said configuring preference 
values of one pluggable component on a first device comprises modifying one of the preference 
values of at least one pluggable component [Young Col. 2 lines 58-67 - Col. 3 lines 1-4 and 
Col. 10 lines 43-51 - All aspects of plug-ins can be configured, this includes adding, 
removing or modifying plug-ins, i.e. configuration files, to change values for the various 
parameters that control the behavior of the plug-ins]. 

With respect to claim 15, Young further teaches wherein each pluggable components 
comprises a preferences file comprising the preference values associated with the pluggable 
component [Young - Figure 5, Col. 10 lines 4-14, Col. 12 lines 59-63 and Col. 14 lines 46-49 
- Configuration file, i.e. preference file, holds information and parameters/values which 
direct the operation of the plug-ins and how the plug-ins behave]. 

With respect to claim 17, Young further teaches wherein each device comprises an 
embedded server, wherein the pluggable component is executable within the embedded server of 
each device [Young - Figure 3 - Machine 302, 304 and/or 306, Figure 5 and Col. 13 lines 
23-49 - Execution management frameworks, i.e. embedded server component, is 
responsible for providing the infrastructure to allow the plug-ins to operate, i.e. execute]. 

With respect to claim 20, Young further teaches wherein the network is the Internet 
[Young - Figure 3, Col. 8 lines 48-52, Col. 10 lines 9-14, Col. 13 lines 47-49 and Col. 17 



• 
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lines 16-21 - Plug-ins along with configuration files are distributed to multiple machines 
over a network, i.e. the Internet, using HTTP]. 

With respect to claim 21, Young teaches a system comprising: 

a first device [Young — Figure 1A and 5, Col. 4 lines 47-61 and Col. 10 lines 4-11 and 
43-51 - Processing system (104), i.e. first device]; and 

a plurality of devices operable to couple to the first device via a network [Young -- 
Figure 3, Col. 8 lines 48-52, Col. 10 lines 4-14 and Col. 13 lines 43-49 - Machines are 
interconnected via a network which allows the plug-ins to be distributed from processing 
system, which contains configuration manager, to the various machines via HTTP on the 
network]; 

wherein the first device is configured to: 

configure preference values for a plurality of pluggable components in accordance 
with user input [Young -- Figures 1 and 5, Col. 3 lines 62-63, Col. 10 lines 4-11 and 
lines 43-51, Col. 12 lines 55-58 and Col. 13 lines 9-11 - Pipeline stages and plug-in 
parameter values are configured by the user through configuration manager (150), 
residing on processing system (104), i.e. first device, which provides the user with a 
graphical user interface]; and 

distribute the plurality of pluggable components to the plurality of devices via the 
network subsequent to said configuring and in response to user input [Young - Figure 3, 
Col. 2 lines 58-67, Col. 8 lines 27-33, Col. 10 lines 7-14, Col. 12 lines 55-67 - Col. 13 
lines 1-21 and Col. 13 lines 23-33 and lines 47-49 - Plug-in modules along with 
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configuration files are created and distributed to the various pipeline stages residing 
with the execution management framework on the associated machines, i.e. 
computers/servers. All configuration aspects, including layout, are configured by 
user. This requires the user to additionally specify the machines to which the plug- 
in is to be distributed]; and 

wherein the plurality of pluggable components are executable within the plurality of 
devices in accordance with the configured preference values to provide services to users of the 
plurality of devices [Young -- Col. 2 lines 46-67, Col. 8 lines 34-47 and Col. 13 lines 43-49 - 
Plug-ins are distributable to multiple machines along with the configuration file to execute 
a function which provides a service to a system]. 

With respect to claim 22, Young further teaches wherein the first device is further 
configured to: 

display in a graphical user interface [Young -- Col. 3 lines 61-63 and Col. 12 lines 55-58 
- GUI] on the display component a current value of each of the preference values of a first of the 
plurality of pluggable components [Young -- Col. 12 lines 51-67 - Col. 13 lines 1-22 - Users 
modify/create configuration files, i.e. parameter/preference values, by using the user 
interface provided by the configuration manager. This requires the user interface to 
display the current configuration for the specified file to which the user can modify if 
he/she chooses]; 

receive user input to the graphical user interface changing one of the displayed current 
values [Young - Figure 5, Col. 3 lines 62-63, Col. 12 lines 55-58 and Col. 13 lines 9-11 - 
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User interface, comprising menus and other input structures, i.e. graphical interface, is 
provided to users to configure stages and plug-ins, i.e. change current preference values]; 

and 

modify the preference values of the first pluggable component in accordance with the 
received user input [Young Col. 12 lines 51-67 and Col. 13 lines 1-21 - User, using 
graphical interface, modifies the parameter values, i.e. preferences, and configures the 
stages plug-ins]. 

With respect to claims 29, 31 and 34, these are system claims corresponding to the 
method claimed in claims 15,17 and 20 above. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 
29, 3 1 and 34 are rejected under the same rationale. 



With respect to claim 35, Young teaches a device comprising: 

a memory configured to store program instructions [Young -- Figure 7 and Col. 16 lines 
52-67 - Col. 17 lines 1-3 and lines 22-38 - Memory stores software, i.e. program 
instructions, for carrying out operations of device]; 

an input device configured to receive user input [Young Figure 7 and Col. 17 lines 4- 
15 - Input devices include keyboard, mouse etc.]; and 

a processor configured to read the program instructions from the memory and to execute 
the program instructions, wherein, in response to execution of the program instructions, the 
processor is operable to [Young Figure 7, Col. 16 lines 51-52 and Col. 17 lines 22-55 - 
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Processor enables the execution of software instructions to carry out operations of the 
device]: 

configure preference values for one pluggable component on the device in 
accordance with received user input [Young Figures 1 and 5, Col. 3 lines 62-63, Col. 
10 lines 4-11 and lines 43-51, Col. 12 lines 55-58 and Col. 13 lines 9-11 - Pipeline 
stages and plug-in parameter values are configured by the user through 
configuration manager (150), residing on processing system (104), i.e. first device, 
which provides the user with a graphical user interface]; and 

distribute the pluggable component to one other device via a network subsequent 
to said configuring and in response to user input [Young -- Figure 3, CoL 2 lines 58-67, 
Col. 8 lines 27-33, CoL 10 lines 7-14, Col. 12 lines 55-67 - Col. 13 lines 1-21 and CoL 
13 lines 23-33 and lines 47-49 - Plug-in modules along with configuration files are 
created and distributed to the various pipeline stages residing with the execution 
management framework on the associated machines, Le. computers/servers. All 
configuration aspects, including layout, are configured by user. This requires the 
user to additionally specify the machines to which the plug-in is to be distributed]; 
wherein the pluggable components are executable within the other devices in accordance 
with the configured preference values to provide services to users of the one or more other 
devices [Young -- CoL 2 lines 46-67, CoL 8 lines 34-47 and Col. 13 lines 43-49 - Plug-ins are 
distributable to multiple machines along with the configuration file to execute a function 
which provides a service to a system]. 
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With respect to claim 36, Young further teaches: 

a display component [Young — Figure 7 and Col. 17 lines 13-15 - Visual display is 
produced by video controller]. 

The remaining limitations in claim 36 are similar to the limitations of claim 22. Therefore, claim 
36 is rejected under the same rationale. 

With respect to claims 42 and 44, these are device claims corresponding to the method 
claimed in claims 15 and 20 above. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 42 and 44 
are rejected under the same rationale. 

With respect to claim 45, Young teaches a carrier medium comprising program 
instruction, wherein the program instructions are computer-executable to implement [Young — 
Figure 7 and Col. 16 lines 52-67 - Col. 17 lines 1-3 and lines 22-38 - Memory stores 
software, i.e. program instructions, for carrying out operations of device]: 

configuring preference values for one pluggable component [Young -- Figures 1 and 5, 
Col. 10 lines 4-11 and lines 43-51 and Col. 12 lines 55-58 - Pipeline stages and plug-ins 
parameter values are configured by user through configuration manager (150) residing on 
processing system (104)]; and 

distributing the one pluggable component to one device via a network subsequent to said 
configuring [Young -- Figure 3, Col. 2 lines 58-67, Col. 8 lines 27-33, Col. 10 lines 7-14 and 
Col. 13 lines 23-33 and lines 47-49 - Plug-in modules along with configuration files are 
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created and distributed to the various pipeline stages residing with the execution 
management framework on the associated machines, i.e. computers/servers]; 

wherein the one pluggable component is executable within the one device in accordance 
with the configured preference values to provide services to users of the device [Young Col. 2 
lines 46-67, Col. 8 lines 34-47 and Col. 13 lines 43-49 - Plug-ins are distributable to multiple 
machines along with the configuration file to execute a function which provides a service to 
a system]. 

With respect to claim 46, this is a carrier medium claim corresponding to the system 
claimed in claim 22. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 46 is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

With respect to claims 52 and 54, these are carrier medium claims corresponding to the 
method claimed in claims 17 and 20 above. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 52 
and 54 are rejected under the same rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Young (U.S. 
6,560,606), as applied to claim 2 above, in view of Hammond (U.S. 6,637,020). 

Regarding claim 4, Young teaches the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 2 above, but fails to teach validating received user input before 
modifying a value. 

Hammond, however teaches input validation of data entry fields [Hammond Col. 9 lines 66- 
67 -CoL 10 lines 1-5]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate the validation of data entry fields, as taught by Hammond into the invention of 
Young, in order to provide fault tolerance to ensure that proper values are entered into the proper 
fields so as not to cause errors during execution. 



7. Claims 5-7, 23, 37 and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Young (U.S. 6,560,606), as applied to claims 1, 5, 21, 35 and 45 above respectively, in view of 
Barrett et al. (U.S. 6,61 1,876). 
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Regarding claim 5, Young teaches the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 1 above, including modifying preference values of a first pluggable 
component in accordance with the received user input [Young Col. 12 lines 51-67 and Col. 
13 lines 1-21 - User, using graphical interface, modifies the parameter values, i.e. 
preferences, and configures the stages plug-ins]. 
Young fails to teach receiving user input to a command line interface. 
Barrett, however, discloses using a command line interface to alter or modify preference 
information of a MEG, i.e. plug-in [Barrett Col. 4 lines 50-64 - Command line interface is 
used to modify preference information of MEG, i.e. plug-in, when it is authored]. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate the receiving of user inputs via a command line interface to modify preferences of 
a MEG, i.e. plug-in, as taught by Barrett into the invention of Young, in order to provide more 
experienced users with the ability to employ more powerful sequences of commands in addition 
to providing a convenient implementation for making changes. 

Regarding claim 6, Young-Barrett teach the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 5 above, wherein the received user input [Barrett — Col. 4 lines 58-64 
- In order to modify/alter preferences through a command line interface, inputs must be 
received] specifies one preference value of the first pluggable component and a new value for 
the specified preference values [Young -- Figures 1 and 5, Col. 10 lines 4-11 and lines 43-51 
and Col. 12 lines 55-58 - Pipeline stages and plug-ins parameter values are configured by 
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user through configuration manager (150) residing on processing system (104). The user is 
free to specify the various values for each parameter]. 

Regarding claim 23, this is a system claim corresponding to the method claimed in claims 
5 and 6. It has similar limitations; therefore claim 23 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 37, this is a device claim corresponding to the method claimed in claims 
5 and 6. It has similar limitations; therefore claim 37 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 47, this is a carrier medium claim corresponding to the method claimed 
in claims 5 and 6. It has similar limitations; therefore claim 47 is rejected under the same 
rationale. 

8. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Young (U.S. 
6,560,606) and Barrett et al. (U.S. 6,61 1,876), as applied to claim 5 above, in view of Hammond 
(U.S. 6,637,020). 

Regarding claim 7, Young-Barrett-Hammond teach the invention substantially as 
claimed, as aforementioned in claim 5 above, further comprising validating the received user 
input [Hammond - Col. 9 lines 66-67 - Col. 10 lines 1-5 - User input into data entry fields 
are validated to ensure proper type of data has been entered]. 
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9. Claims 9, 24, 38 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Young (U.S. 6,560,606), as applied to claims 1, 21, 35 and 45 above respectively, in view of 
Foltan et al. (U.S. 6,667,972). 

Regarding claim 9, Young teaches the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 1 above, but fails to teach initializing each of the preference values to a 
default value prior to configuring. 

Foltan, however, discloses initializing parameter values to a default before any configuring of 
preferences takes place [Foltan Col. 26 lines 45-49 - Parameters values are initialized with 
a default set of values which can be later modified and configured by the user]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate the initializing of preference values to default values, as taught by Foltan into the 
invention of Young, in order to allow for easier configuration by placing typical or common 
values for the various parameters to alleviate the user from having to configure all parameters, 
for example, parameters that typically will not need to be changed. 

Regarding claim 24, this is a system claim corresponding to the method claimed in claims 
8 and 9. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 24 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 38, this is a device claim corresponding to the method claimed in claim 
9. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 38 is rejected under the same rationale. 
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Regarding claim 48, this is a carrier medium claim corresponding to the method claimed 
in claim 9. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 48 is rejected under the same rationale. 



10. Claims 10-12, 25-26, 39-40 and 49-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Young (U.S. 6,560,606), as applied to claims 1, 21, 35 and 45 above 
respectively, in view of Semenzato (U.S. 5,903,728). 

Regarding claim 10, Young teaches the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 1 above, but fails to teach wherein the plurality of pluggable 
components are copies of a first pluggable component. 

Semenzato, however, discloses creating duplicate copies of plug-in components from a single 
plug-in component [Semenzato Col. 3 lines 46-54 and Col. 6 lines 18-42 - Duplicate plug- 
in controller is created]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate duplicating or copying of plug-ins, as taught by Semenzato into the invention of 
Young, in order to facilitate the reuse of a component in multiple machines or environments. 

Regarding claim 11, Young-Semenzato teach the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 10 above, wherein the other devices are a plurality of devices [Young — 
Figure 3, Col. 2 lines 58-67, Col. 8 lines 27-33, Col. 10 lines 7-14 and Col. 13 lines 23-33 and 
lines 47-49 - Plug-in modules along with configuration files are created and distributed to 
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the various pipeline stages residing with the execution management framework on the 
associated machines, i.e. computers/servers, also known as plural devices], wherein said 
configuring preference values comprise modifying the preference values for each of the plurality 
of pluggable components [Young CoL 12 lines 51-67 and Col. 13 lines 1-21 - User, using 
graphical interface, modifies the parameter values, i.e. preferences, and configures the 
stages plug-ins] for execution within a corresponding one of the plurality of devices [Young -- 
Col. 2 lines 46-67, Col. 8 lines 34-47 and Col. 13 lines 43-49 - Plug-ins are distributable to 
multiple machines, i.e. devices, along with the configuration file to execute a function on the 
system]. 

Regarding claim 12, Young- Semenzato teach the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 1 1 above, wherein said distributing comprises sending each of the 
plurality of pluggable components to the corresponding one of the plurality of devices via a 
network [Young - Figure 3 and Col. 8 lines 48-58, Col. 13 lines 43-49 and Col. 17 lines 16- 
21 - Plug-ins are distributed across multiple machines via the network that connects the 
machines and system together using HTTP]. 

Regarding claims 25 and 26, these are system claims corresponding to the method 
claimed in claims 10-11 and 12 respectively. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 25 
and 26 and 39 and 40 are rejected under the same rationale. 
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Regarding claims 39 and 40, these are device claims corresponding to the method 
claimed in claims 10-11 and 12 respectively. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 39 
and 40 are rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claims 49 and 50, these are carrier medium claims corresponding to the 
method claimed in claims 10-11 and 12 respectively. They have similar limitations; therefore, 
claims 49 and 50 are rejected under the same rationale. 



11. Claims 13-14, 27-28, 41 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Young (U.S. 6,560,606), as applied to claims 1, 13, 21, 27, 35 and 45 above 
respectively, in view of Davis et al. (U.S. 5,742,829). 

Regarding claim 13, Young teaches the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 1 above, including modifying information associated with a plug-in 
component, which includes receiving user input specifying the component and the preference 
values to modify [Young — Col. 12 lines 51-67 and Col. 13 lines 1-21 - User, using graphical 
interface, modifies the parameter values, i.e. preferences, and configures the stages plug- 
ins. In order to configure a plug-in, the user must specify which plug-in he wants to 
configure by either selecting it or loading it]. 

Young fails to teach generating a batch file comprising one or more configuration entries for the 
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one or more pluggable components and executing the batch file, wherein each of the 
configuration entries sets the specified preference value for the specified pluggable component to 
the new value of the configuration entry when executed. 

Davis, however, teaches a method of configuration computer systems which executes a batch file 
to automatically configure, i.e. setup programs, natural language, etc, various heterogeneous 
computer systems by carrying out the commands/instructions specified within the batch file 
[Davis Col. 11 lines 50-67, Col. 12 lines 61-67 - Col. 13 lines 1-38 - System executes batch 
file, which obviously was generated previously. This batch file allows the heterogeneous 
computer systems to be configured by executing the commands to configure the machines]. 
It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate the generation and execution of a batch file to configure computer systems, as 
taught by Davis into the invention of Young, in order to facilitate and automate the process of 
installing software and configuring heterogeneous computer systems across a network. 

Regarding claim 14, Young-Davis teach the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 13 above, including distributing pluggable components to multiple 
machines over the network [Young -- Figure 3 and Col. 8 lines 48-58, Col. 13 lines 43-49 and 
Col. 17 lines 16-21 - Plug-ins are distributed across multiple machines via the network that 
connects the machines and system together using HTTP. This requires that the 
destination, i.e. IP address, computer name, etc., of the plug-in must be specified by the 
user in order for it to get to the proper location] by executing a batch file containing these 
commands [Davis -- Col. 11 lines 50-67, Col. 12 lines 61-67 - Col. 13 lines 1-38 - System 
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executes batch file that executes a series of commands, specified in the file, to configure 
heterogeneous computer systems!. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to package the commands necessary to distribute the 
plug-ins into a batch file for execution to automate and facilitate the process of distributing 
components to multiple machines. 

Regarding claims 27-28, these are system claims corresponding to the method claimed in 
claims 13-14. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 27-28 are rejected under the same 
rationale. 

Regarding claim 41, this is a device claim corresponding to the method claimed in claim 
13. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 41 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 51, this is a carrier medium claim corresponding to the method claimed 
in claim 13. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 51 is rejected under the same rationale. 



12. Claims 16, 18, 30 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Young (U.S. 6,560,606), as applied to claims 15, 16, 21 and 31 above respectively, in view of 
Lawrence (U.S. 6,629,1 13). 
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Regarding claim 16, Young teaches the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 15 above, but fails to explicitly teach the preference/configuration files 
are JAVA® property files. 

Lawrence, however, discloses that configuration, i.e. preference, files used to store variables 
which obviously have values associated with them are stored in JAVA® property files 
[Lawrence Col. 7 lines 38-46]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate the storing of configuration/preference files in JAVA® property files, as taught by 
Lawrence into the invention of Young, in order to utilize the storage facility for preference 
information provided in the underlying programming language. 

Regarding claim 18, Young-Lawrence teach the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 16 above, including an embedded server [Young — Figure 3 - 
Machine 302, 304 and/or 306, Figure 5 and Col. 13 lines 23-49 - Execution management 
frameworks, i.e. embedded server component, is responsible for providing the 
infrastructure to allow the plug-ins to operate, i.e. execute], but fail to teach a JAVA® 
embedded server. 

Young teaches that both the plug-ins and the execution framework can be implemented using 
Object Oriented Programming (OOP) [Young Col. 17 lines 56-67 - Col, 18 lines 1-8]. 
It was notoriously well known at the time of the applicant's invention that JAVA® was a 
common and widely used Object Oriented programming language. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use the JAVA® as the OOP language for the plug-ins and framework in order to 
capture the portability it provides and the powerful concepts of encapsulation, polymorphism and 
inheritance. 

Regarding claims 30 and 32, these are system claims corresponding to the method 
claimed in claims 16 and 18 above. They have similar limitations; therefore, claims 30 and 32 
are rejected under the same rationale. 



13. Claims 19, 33, 43 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Young (U.S. 6,560,606), as applied to claims 1, 21, 35 and 45 above respectively, in view of 
Muschett et al. (U.S. 6,026,437). 

Regarding claim 19, Young teaches the invention substantially as claimed, as 
aforementioned in claim 1 above, but fails to teach wherein the pluggable components are JAVA 
Archive (JAR) files. 

Muschett, however, teaches bundling a pluggable component, i.e. an applet, as a JAR file 
[Muschett Figure 7 and Col. 9 lines 8-26]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to incorporate the bundling of an applet, i.e. pluggable component, as a JAR file, as taught by 
Muschett into the invention of Young, in order to take advantage of packaging concepts and 
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decreased download time by utilizing compression software and a single transmission 
connection. 

Regarding claim 33, this is a system claim corresponding to the method claimed in claim 
19. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 33 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 43, this is a device claim corresponding to the method claimed in claim 
19. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 43 is rejected under the same rationale. 

Regarding claim 53, this is a carrier medium claim corresponding to the method claimed 
in claim 19. It has similar limitations; therefore, claim 53 is rejected under the same rationale. 



Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

- Braun et al. (U.S. 6,636,961) discloses a method of configuring personal computer 
systems by running a batch file to provide configuration information. 



Baer et al. (U.S. 6,366,916) discloses a system for configuring plug-in property and 
behavior values. 
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- Brandt et al. (U.S. 5,875,327) discloses a system and method for configuring 
workstation preferences. 

- Taylor (U.S. 5,721,824) discloses a system for multi-package distribution software. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Mauro Jr. whose telephone number is 703-605-1234. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00a.m. - 4:30p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on 703-308-5221 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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